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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election with traverse of claims 2, 3, 5, 8-10, 12-14, 17, and 23-32 in 
the reply filed on 01/16/2009 Is acknowledged. The traversal is on the ground(s) that 
"claims directed to multiple embodiments are often included, and the mere existence of 
multiple embodiments is not a basis for restriction. In this regard, the examiner has not 
indicated that the fields of search are different, that any extra efforts would be required 
for searching or examination, or the like". This is not found to be persuasive because 
the technical feature common to all of the species, i.e. the elongated web members, is 
not a special technical feature that defines a contribution over the prior art. Thus 
patentability of the species lies in their other mutually exclusive characteristics, where, 
at a minimum, such mutually exclusive characteristics would require different search 
queries and strategies. 

The requirement is still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 23 objected to because of the following informalities: The reference to 
claim 1 in claim 23 is invalid since claim 1 was canceled in the amended claims. 
Appropriate correction is required. For the purpose of examination, claim 23 is assumed 

to depend from claim 9. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 2, 5, 8, 9, 1 2, 23, 26, and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent 4,893,438 to Fry et al. (Fry) in view of U.S. Patent 
3,019,940 to Sutton. 
In Reference to Claim 9 
Fry discloses: 

A convenience device comprising an elongate web of material (10) 
comprising a multiplicity of individual portions (16) integrally connected together 
in series (see Figure 2 of Fry) wherein the multiplicity, of individual portions each 
have a generally circular shape (see Figures 1 and 2 of Fry), with the elongate 
web having an overall width, with each of the multiplicity of individual portions 
having a length along a longitudinal axis of the elongate web, wherein each of 
the multiplicity of individual portions has an area that is less than a product of the 
overall width across the elongate web multiplied by the length along the 
longitudinal axis of the elongate web (see Figure 1 and 2 below of Fry) and 
wherein neighbouring individual portions are connected together by a frangible 
zone of material (20) whose width across the elongate web is small relative to the 
overall width of the elongate web to act as a controlled breaking point for when 
one of the multiplicity of individual portions is to be separated from the 
neighbouring individual portions on dispensing, wherein the multiplicity of 
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individual portions are eacli folded about a plurality of radially extending fold lines 
into a stack except with quadrant shape. 
Sutton discloses: 

A stack of filter paper which are folded with a quadrant shape (Figure 1 
and 6 of Sutton). 

Therefore It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill In the art at the time of the 
invention to modify fry's invention so that the individual portions are folded in the 
manner shown by Sutton. The motivation would have been to make each Individual 
portions smaller for dispensing. 
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VS*Fa^ ^m.i6,tm 4393,438 



Fry et al. 





In Reference to Claim 2 



Fry discloses: 
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A convenience device as claimed in claim 9 (see Rejection of claim 9 
above) wherein said frangible zone has a width across the elongate web of less 
than half the overall width of the elongate web (See Figure 2 above). 

In Reference to Claim 5 

Fry discloses: 

A convenience device as claimed in claim 9 (see Rejection of claim 9 
above) wherein the elongate web is folded at the frangible zones between the 
neighbouring individual portions (see Figure 1 of Fry above). 

In Reference to Claim 8 

Fry discloses: 

A convenience device as claimed in claim 9 (see Rejection of claim 9 
above) wherein the individual portions are folded about a diameter of the 
generally circular shape to produce the stack. 

In Reference to Claim 12 

Fry discloses: 

A dispenser (30) containing a convenience device as claimed in claim 9 
(see Rejection of claim 9 above). 
In reference to Claim 23 
Fry discloses: 

The convenience device as claimed in claim 1 (for the purpose of 
examination, assumed to be dependent from claim 9 instead of claim 1 , see 
Rejection of claim 9 above) wherein said plurality of radially extending fold lines 
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includes a first fold line extending across a middle of each individual portion at 
right angles to the longitudinal axis of the web (see Figure 6 below). 

In reference to Claim 26 

Fry discloses: 

The convenience device as claimed in claim 2 (see Rejection of claim 2 
above) wherein said plurality of radially extending fold lines includes a first fold 
line extending across a middle of each individual portion at right angles to the 
longitudinal axis of the web (see Figure 6 of Sutton below). 



FoSd line 



3,619,340 



Sulton 




In reference to Claim 29 
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Fry discloses: 

The convenience device as claimed in claim 5 (see Rejection of claim 5 above) wherein 
said plurality of radially extending fold lines includes a first fold line extending across a 
middle of each individual portion at right angles to the longitudinal axis of the web (see 
Figure 6 above of Sutton). 

5. Claim 10, 24, 25, 27, 28, 30 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent 4,893,438 to Fry et al. (Fry), U.S. Patent 3,019,940 to 
Sutton, and further in view of U.S. Patent 1 ,533,396 to Dabney 
In reference to Claim 24 
Fry discloses: 

The convenience device as claimed in claim 23 (see Rejection of claim 23 
above) wherein said plurality of radially extending fold lines includes second and 
except third fold lines arranged at an angle of 45° to either side of said first fold 
line on each individual portion, with each individual portion being folded about the 
second and third fold lines in a same sense, whilst being folded about said first 
fold line in an opposite sense (in view of Sutton). 
Dabney discloses: 

A plurality of radial fold lines, some arranged at an angle of 45° to either 
side of a first fold line, used to fold a sheet of material into compact form. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the modified Fry invention, which teaches the idea of folding a sheet 
of material to make it smaller for storage, to include more radial fold lines, perhaps two 
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at 45 degrees, as disclosed by Dabney, as an alternate means for folding a sheet into 
compact form. The motivation would have been to conserve space in the dispenser 
while the individual portions are being stacked. 
In reference to Claim 27 
Fry discloses: 

The convenience device as claimed in claim 26 (see Rejection of claim 26 
above) wherein said plurality of raidally extending fold lines includes second (see 
Figure 2 of Hymowitz below) and except third folds lines arranged at an angle of 
45° to either side of said first fold line on each individual portion, with each 
individual portion being folded about the second and third fold lines in a same 
sense, whilst being folded about said first fold line in an opposite sense (in view 
of Sutton). 
Dabney discloses: 

A plurality of radial fold lines, some arranged at an angle of 45° to either 
side of a first fold line, used to fold a sheet of material into compact form. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the modified Fry invention, which teaches the idea of folding a sheet 
of material to make it smaller for storage, to include more radial fold lines, perhaps two 
at 45 degrees, as disclosed by Dabney, as an alternate means for folding a sheet into 
compact form. The motivation would have been to conserve space in the dispenser 
while the individual portions are being stacked. 
In reference to Claim 30 
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Fry discloses: 

The convenience device as claimed in claim 29 (see Rejection of claim 29 
above) wherein said plurality of radially extending fold lines includes second and 
except third fold lines arranged at an angle of 45° to either side of said first fold 
line on each individual portion, with each individual portion being folded about the 
second and third fold lines in a same sense, whilst being folded about said first 
fold lines in a opposite sense (in view of Sutton). 
Dabney discloses: 

A plurality of radial fold lines, some arranged at an angle of 45° to either 
side of a first fold line, used to fold a sheet of material into compact form. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the modified Fry invention, which teaches the idea of folding a sheet 
of material to make it smaller for storage, to include more radial fold lines, perhaps two 
at 45 degrees, as disclosed by Dabney, as an alternate means for folding a sheet into 
compact form. The motivation would have been to conserve space in the dispenser 
while the individual portions are being stacked. 
In reference to Claim 10 
Fry discloses: 

A convenience device as claimed in claim 9 (see Rejection of claim 9 
above) wherein the individual portions are folded about the plurality of radially 
extending fold lines in a fan-like pattern. 
Dabney discloses: 
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A plurality of radially extending fold lines, folded to a fan-like pattern. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the modified Fry invention so that a fourth or a plurality of radially 
extending fold lines are folded in the fan-like pattern, as disclosed by Dabney. The 
motivation would have been for aesthetic reasons as well as a more attractive product 
with a pattern for the public to buy. 
In reference to Claim 25 
Fry discloses: 

The convenience device as claimed in claim 24 (see Rejection of claim 24 
above) wherein said plurality of radially extending fold lines except includes a 
fourth radially extending fold line aligned with the longitudinal axis of the web, 
with each individual portion folded in a fan-like pattern. 
Dabney discloses: 

A plurality of radially extending fold lines, folded to a fan-like pattern. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the modified Fry invention so that a fourth or a plurality of radially 
extending fold lines are folded in the fan-like pattern, as disclosed by Dabney. The 
motivation would have been for aesthetic reasons as well as a more attractive product 
with a pattern for the public to buy. 
In reference to Claim 28 
Fry discloses: 
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The convenience device as claimed in claim 27 (see Rejection of claim 27 
above) wherein said plurality of radially extending fold lines except includes a 
fourth radially extending fold line aligned with the longitudinal axis of the web, 
with each individual portion folded in a fan-like pattern. 
Dabney discloses: 

A plurality of radially extending fold lines, folded to a fan-like pattern. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the modified Fry invention so that a fourth or a plurality of radially 
extending fold lines are folded in the fan-like pattern, as disclosed by Dabney. The 
motivation would have been for aesthetic reasons as well as a more attractive product 
with a pattern for the public to buy. 
In reference to Claim 31 
Fry discloses: 

The convenience device as claimed in claim 30 (see Rejection of claim 30 
above) wherein said plurality of radially extending fold lines except includes a 
fourth radially extending fold line aligned with the longitudinal axis of the web, 
with each individual portion folded in a fan-like pattern. 
Dabney discloses: 

A plurality of radially extending fold lines, folded to a fan-like pattern. 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the modified Fry invention so that a fourth or a plurality of radially 
extending fold lines are folded in the fan-like pattern, as disclosed by Dabney. The 
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motivation would have been for aesthetic reasons as well as a more attractive product 
with a pattern for the public to buy. 

6. Claim 3, 8, 17 and 32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent 4,893,438 to Fry et al. (Fry), U.S. Patent 3,019,940 to Sutton, and 
further in view of U.S. Patent 3,225,916 to Field et al. (Field). 
In Reference to Claim 3 
Fry discloses: 

A convenience device as claimed in claim 9 (see Rejection of claim 9 
above) wherein except said frangible zone is in the form of a single strip of 
material in a middle section of the web. 
Field discloses: 

A frangible zone (14) in the form of a single strip of material in a middle 
section of an individual portion (12). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Fry's invention so that the frangible zone is made in the form of a 
single strip of material in a middle section of an individual portion, as taught by Field. 
The motivation would have been to allow for a better stacking of the individual portions 
as well as a stronger frangible zone. 
In Reference to Claim 8 
Fry discloses: 
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A convenience device as claimed in claim 9 (see Rejection of claim 9 
above) wherein the individual portions are folded about a diameter of the 
generally circular shape to produce the stack. 

Field discloses: 

Individual portions that are folded about a diameter of a generally circular 
shape (see Figure 6 of Sutton). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Fry's invention so that the individual portions are folded about a 
diameter of the generally circular shape, as taught by Sutton, to produce a stack. The 
motivation would have been to allow for a better stacking of the individual portions. 
In reference to Claim 17 
Fry discloses: 

A convenience device as claimed in claim 2 (see Rejection of claim 2) 
wherein said frangible zone is except in the form of a single strip of material in a 
middle section of the web. 
Field discloses: 

A frangible zone (1 4) in the form of a single strip of material in a middle 
section of an individual portion (12). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Fry's invention so that the frangible zone is made in the form of a 
single strip of material in a middle section of an individual portion, as taught by Field. 
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The motivation would have been to allow for a better stacking of the individual portions 
as well as a stronger frangible zone. 
In reference to Claim 32 
Fry discloses: 

The convenience device as claimed in claim 3 (see Rejection of claim 3 
above) wherein said plurality of radially extending fold lines includes a first fold 
line extending across a middle of each individual portion at right angles to the 
longitudinal axis of the web (see Figure 6 of Sutton above). 

7. Claim 13 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

U.S. Patent 4,893,438 to Fry et al. (Fry), U.S. Patent 3,019,940 to Sutton, and further In 

view of U.S. Patent 5,803,249 to Harsanyi, et al. (Harsanyi). 

In reference to Claim 13 

Fry discloses: 

A dispenser containing a convenience device as claimed in claim 9 (see 
Rejection of claim 9 above), and except having two or more separate 
compartments each for holding the stack. 
Harsanyi discloses: 

A dispenser container having two or more separate compartments each 
for holding the stack (see abstract of Harsanyi). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
Invention to modify the modified Fry Invention so that the stacks are held within two or 
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more separate compartments as disclosed by Harsanyi. The motivation would have 
been to allow more stacks to be stored for mobility purposes. 
In reference to Claim 14 
Fry discloses: 

A dispenser as claimed in claim 13 (see Rejection of claim 13 above) 
wherein one of the two or more separate compartments holds a dry stack and 
another of the two or more separate compartments holds a moist or wet stack 
(see abstract of Harsanyi). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KING CHU whose telephone number is (571)270-7428. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday SAM - 5PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kenneth Bomberg can be reached on (517)272-4922. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 



Application/Control Number: 10/553,497 Page 17 

Art Unit: 4137 

you have questions on access to tine Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/K. M. C./ 

/Kenneth Bomberg/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 4137 



